Obama To Give Jihadists Terrorist The Ability 
To Order Airstrikes 
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"Rebels" who pledged allegiance to ISIS 
to control American bombers in Syria 
The Obama administration is preparing 
to equip the so-called "moderate" Syrian 
rebels with the ability to order U.S. air 
strikes despite the group's admitted 
allegiance to the Islamic State. 
Members of the Free Syrian Army (FS A) 
will be provided with radios to call in 
strikes from American B-IB bombers as 
well as pickup trucks with mounted 
machine guns as the president puts the tlnal 
touches on plans to train as many as 3,000 
rebels in Jordan and Turkey by the end of 
2015. 

"Negotiations have been concluded and an 
agreement text will be signed with the US 
regarding the training of the Free Syrian 
Army in the coming period," said Turkish 
Foreign Ministry Spokesman Tanju Bilgic. 

The planes will reportedly use similar 
munitions to those seen in Afghanistan, 
targeting anything from small vehicles to 
tanks with 500 and 2,000-pound guided 
bombs. 

Aside from the Toyota Hi-Lux trucks, 
multiple groups of rebels will also be given 
mortars and possibly antitank weapons as w 

A senior military official speaking with the Wall Street Journal stated that the decision would likely 
emulate recent bombing campaigns against the Islamic State in Iraq. 

"The way we envision it, it would be very similar to Kobani," the source said. 

Ludicrously refuting previous statements by claiming not to be at war with the Syrian government, U.S. 
officials alleged that air strikes would likely not be ordered against the Syrian army. 

Despite the Obama administration's claims, countless intelligence and military officials have stated that 
the "moderate" rebels are essentially non-existent, with well over 90 percent being with terrorist groups 
or aligned in ideology. 

Just last September, a commander with the FSA admitted to fighting alongside several terrorist 
organizations in the region including the Islamic State. 



We Don't negotiale 
Wilh Terrorists. . . 




We Finance Them! 




"We are collaborating with the Islamic State and the Nusra Front by attacking the Syrian Army's 
gatherings in... Qalamoun," Bassel Idriss, commander of an FSA-run rebel brigade, said. "Let's face it: 
The Nusra Front is the biggest power present right now in Qalamoun and we as FSA would collaborate 
on any mission they launch as long as it coincides with our values." 

Jamal Maarouf, the leader of the Syrian Revolutionary Front (SRF), also told reporters last April that_ 
his fighters regularly worked with Al Qaeda and Al-Nusra as well. 

During the same time period it was reported that "several factions within the FSA, including Ahl Al 
Athar, Ibin al-Qa'im," decided to hand their weapons over to the Islamic State before pledging their 
allegiance to the group. 

An Islamic State fighter speaking with Al- Jazeera in 2013 revealed that the FSA regularly sold its 
weapons to them shortly after they would receive shipments from the U.S. 

"We are buying weapons from the FSA," Abu Atheer said. "We bought 200 anti-aircraft missiles and 
Koncourse anti tank weapons. We have good relations with our brothers in the FSA." 

Obama's rebels and the Islamic State even went as far as to sign a non-aggression pact with one another 
in order to rally against the Assad government in late 2014. 

In fact, with thousands of rebels openly defecting and joining ranks with the Islamic State, President 
Obama was forced to brazenly repeal sections of U.S. law that banned the arming of known terrorist 
groups in order to keep weapons flowing. 

Obama's actions spurred a major backlash within the military at the end of 2013, resulting in numerous 
U.S. troops taking to social media to post photos of themselves holding up signs stating that they would 
not fight on the same side as terrorists in Syria. 

Texas Senator Ted Cruz presciently warned in 2013 that President Obama was quickly turning the 
United States into Al Oaeda's air force as the situation in Syria continued to intensify. 

"We should be focused on defending the United States of America," Cruz said. "That's why young men 
and women sign up to join the military, not to, as you know, serve as Al Qaeda's air force." 



Watch Below : Obama is Arming ISIS to Figlit ISIS VIDEO BELOW 



http://www.infowars.com/obama-to-give-isis-ability-to-order-airstrikes/ 

Obama Is A Terrorist Under His Own Law VIDEO BELOW 
http://www.infowars.com/obama-to-give-isis-ability-to-order-airstrikes/ 

Obama Suggests Islamic Extremists Have 
"Legitimate Grievances'' 

by KIT DANIELS | INFOWARS.COM | FEBRUARY 18, 2015 

Obama claims radical groups can be 
stopped if governments listen to them. 
President Obama suggested that radical 
Islamic groups such as ISIS, which 
beheads Christians and other Muslims for 
not obeying Sharia Law, can only be 
stopped if governments are willing to 
listen to their "legitimate grievances." 

"Governments that deny human rights play 
into the hands of extremists who claim that 
violence is the only way to achieve change," 
he wrote in his op/ed published last night by 
the L.A. Times. "Efforts to counter violent extremism will only succeed if citizens can address 
legitimate grievances through the democratic process and express themselves through strong civil 
societies." 

Come on, how does ISIS, which subjects women to abnormal sex acts through forced marriages , 
executes children for watching soccer and beheads Christians using cinder blocks and machetes have 
"legitimate grievances?" 

Here's its grievance in a nutshell: obey Sharia Law or be brutally executed. 

"Every day now, there are fresh news stories about Christians being slaughtered by ISIS in the Middle 
East," Michael Snyder wrote. "So where is the outrage from the White House?" 

There isn't one because it doesn't fit the president's agenda to avoid labeling ISIS "Islamic terrorists." 

"The Obama administration's refusal to use the term 'Islamic terrorism' has provoked widespread 
condemnation, but it fits perfectly with the federal government's past approach to the war on terror, 
which has been to elevate the importance domestic extremism over the threat posed by Islamic terror," 
Paul Joseph Watson and Alex Jones reported . "In planning this week's summit on 'combating violent 
extremists' the White House 'has consistently avoided naming Islamic extremism as its central focus,' 
reports CNN , despite two deadly attacks carried out in the name of Islam in Paris and Copenhagen in 
just the last two months alone." 

The Obama Deception The Truth About Barry Soetoro AKA Barack Obama VIDEO BELOW 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=eAaQNACwaLw 




Why Obama Refuses To Call It ^Islamic 
Terrorism' 

by PAUL JOSEPH WATSON & ALEX JONES | FEBRUARY 18, 2015 

Federal government has ignored Islamic threat while obsessing about domestic extremism for 
years 



The Obama administration's refusal to 
use the term "Islamic terrorism" has 
provoked widespread condemnation, 
but it fits perfectly with the federal 
government's past approach to the war 
on terror, which has been to elevate the 
importance domestic extremism over 
the threat posed by Islamic terror. 

In planning this week's summit on 
'combating violent extremists' the 
White House "has consistently avoided 
naming Islamic extremism as its central 
focus," reports CNN , despite two 




deadly attacks carried out in the name of Islam in Paris and Copenhagen in just the last two months 
alone. 

The New York Post's Michael Goodwin sums up the controversy, noting that even liberal media outlets 
are comfortable with referring to Islamic terrorism on a routine basis. 

"This is nuts. Although the Islamic State, al Qaeda, Boko Haram and the Taliban cite Islam as the basis 
of their death cults, Obama argues that their acts are contrary to Islam, and therefore, refuses to 
associate them with Islam," writes Goodwin. 

Concerns about not referring to religion in the context of terrorism were not shared by the Pope, who 
condemned the beheading of 21 Coptic Christians in Egypt by ISIS by remarking, "They were killed 
simply for the fact that they were Christians." 

In contrast, a 192-word statement from White House press secretary Josh Earnest about the killings was 
completely absent the words "Christian." "Coptic," "Islam" or "Muslim." 

A State Department spokeswoman made matters worse during a television interview on Monday night 
when she suggested that a better way of dealing with ISIS militants than killing them would instead be 
to encourage some kind of jobs program . 

"We need ... to go after the root causes that leads people to join these groups, whether it's lack of 
opportunity for jobs, whether. . ." Marie Harf told MSNBC's Chris Matthews, prompting widespread 
ridicule. 

During a speech at the National Prayer Breakfast earlier this month, Obama seemed to almost 
deliberately chide Christians by drawing parallels between ISIS' recent brutality and the 800-year-old 
crusades, insisting that people get off their "high horse" and recognize the "terrible deeds" Christianity 
had wrought in the name of religion. It hardly seemed appropriate just days after a brutal video 
emerged of ISIS burning Jordanian pilot Lt. Muath al-Kaseasbeh to death. 



However, none of this behavior should really surprise us given the federal government's past 
fascination with domestic extremism, which served to diminish attention paid to the far more deadly 
threat of Islamic terrorism. 

The FBI's most recent national terror threat assessment list completely omits Islamic terrorists , instead 
focusing on sovereign citizens and the militia movement. 

The University of Maryland's National Consortium for the Study of Terrorism and Responses to 
Terrorism (START) also said that sovereign citizens were the "top concern of law enforcement." 

In 2012 that same department released a study which characterized Americans who are "suspicious of 
centralized federal authority," and "reverent of individual liberty" as "extreme right-wing" terrorists. 
The study, which was funded by the DHS to the tune of $12 million dollars, largely omits Islamic 
extremism and instead focuses on Americans who hold beliefs shared by the vast majority of 
conservatives and libertarians and puts them in the context of radical extremism. 

Last year, it emerged that the Department of Homeland Security maintains a "hands off list of 
individuals with terrorist ties, allowing them unfettered entrance to the United States. In a related story . 
Muslim Brotherhood members with ties to terrorism traveling through Minneapolis Airport, New 
York's John F. Kennedy Airport and Dulles Airport in April 2012 were handed "port courtesies," with 
the State Department telling the DHS to ensure the men "not be pulled into secondary upon arrival at a 
point of entry." 

Last August, over a year after the Boston bombing, the Department of Homeland Security also listed 
sovereign citizens as a more deadly potential terror threat than Islamic extremists , placing sovereign 
citizens number one on the list despite the fact that individuals who identify as such have only been 
involved in minor and sporadic attacks. Violent confrontations involving sovereign citizens also 
overwhelmingly target law enforcement officers, meaning the threat to the wider public is also far less 
than that posed by Islamic extremists. 

PSA's for the Department of Homeland Security's See Something, Say Something program also failed 
to portray terrorists as Muslims on numerous occasions , preferring instead to depict the bad guys as 
white middle class Americans on most occasions. 

Returning veterans have also been characterized by the federal government as a bigger threat than 
Islamic extremism. 

An April 2009 DHS intelligence assessment listed returning vets as likely domestic terrorists. Just a 
month later, the New York Times reported on how Boy Scout Explorers were being trained by the DHS 
to kill "disgruntled Iraq war veterans" in terrorist drills. 

The FBI has also repeatedly demonized returning veterans from Iraq and Afghanistan as a major 
domestic terrorist threat. 

This pattern of obsessing over domestic extremism as a bigger threat than Islamic terror has 
characterized the Obama administration's handling of the war on terror since Obama took office just 
over six years ago, so it's little surprise that the White House still refuses to acknowledge Islamic 
extremism by name and for the threat it truly represents. 
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